DearJiia, 5/11/74 

Uiis is oao of those days on which the only fairly dafe thine for me to do is 
writs a letter to one who, if I say the wrong thing, will merely tell >v» .if 
craay old bastard is off an another one.” 

, E7e ^ M ' n ® that ^ iMjrpensd has angered me, beginning with my own early-aoming 
work, with which, without having raid it, I am not satisfied. 

liiw I feel about the enclosure to Ed Kabak must be apparent. 2his endless crooked- 
nsss. 9an possible tee that - have dealt* with only crooks, considering all the ooople 
w&tfa .toon * have de&ltS 

. M S ?° h of T ^ ^-dine flowers socked out within a hakf hour of starting them, and the grass 

is high ana I am not. £ havs just had end paid for both btj&n*; overhauled? 

/ „ 

(.darter of fact, if Xdl were not now planting a couple of small trees and shrubs 
?SrJ. Ve ^ a ^, a f a ^ ted boles ** *»*s I'd ^ hand-mowing now, and it is probably the 
f. shou - d uc * 3ut - one of us to be able to answer the phono when the ,my 
P^d for these repairs phonos back, assuming he does.) 

But I have more than a prayed-for catharsis in mind. 

, - I 0 '*. Iatt «rof the yth came today. I've not road $o & yet. Gessali is going to have 

te face the same issue ia different form very soon because he sits on the case of the WG 
■>u., ans ana t*mr layer, Daniel Schotts, ia maieuig demands (SxPist 5/10/74). Theirs is a 
^SSledS 8 ) 2 tidal: 4t WOUlrt 0004 ^ wliat Schulte filed alleging prior CIA 

'^t you Say of Honda, clearer in the letter than by phona, adds nothing to what 

1 was tola several wee.es ago, but thanks. Just have to wait and see. 

****** on la (ar * ti ' IIa3 i) Pat. I have this to say about him* 
(es^uetive deleted). - have given him and Ms counsei-what should bo quite valuable. It 

aie f ***»y are both careless or neither knows his business. And I 
nave ye. to get a word about it ar anything else from it or several letters. I also have 

fSS"it X fV tte , lssal decidi *S Point. But I'm also just ' 

ST”? ?* 1 TO h f 44 *» 8114 1 couldn't care less what the crazy reason of either or both 

2 1 ~i i ' or a;, ' u 03e * youoaa tell Either or both. Or say nothing. 

I just aon t care. Really, 'loo much. I can't do. 

Agreed oh tfas "significant factor" with Uessell. It was no factor in 2502-73. Can 
...ere oe sometniag ether than, prejudice: here that does not show? 

.. ^ Asr ff aiso 111 S* 1 * 1 ®* Beai-dos, there was no chance of any ACLU interest in rc from 
b 'f : U J e 0f ^ s-bject and thereafter when I made some fairly strongly put 
offals to lo. then see they are rosily finking cut eacspt on what is “safe." Ihe 'best 

^ fcae be f t ** at aU fi» od <»Iy comparison with the pad state of the 
profession V.ath a few exceptions!). 

f“ r f adln B ^ssell ca^asb#. Suggest you read full g-af with groat core. He ro telling 
the FBZ how to -rot around FOX forever*. By how they file. (So this ooint there ^ throe 
rete.-'enees to me that in no single case * understand of believe is really relevant.) 

(But on 4 he gives my original and persisting reading to that aspect of Again. ) 

the mSh TT 13 te this CaSe 33 ^ W decision he wrote the day of 

tne nonth of a*is^ In, and i~ was the same day* 

Ouglrt we talk to Hock, Bingham, etc? Or ask to? 

w JSZZ J aTC fi f ™ for fece Fticn of the court, for false statements and swearing by 
w orlicials and others 3 etc. ^ ^ 


Best, 



